o Concress ')’ HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES { ReporT
& 15t Session,. ST "+ Q. No. 93-269

)

AMENDING THE ACT OF OCTOBER 15, 1966 (80 STAT. 915}, AS AMENDED,
ESTABLISHING A PROGRAM FOR THE PRESERVATION OF ADDI-
TIONAL HISTORICAL PROPERTIES THROUGHOUT THE NATION, AND
FOR OTHER PURPOSES :

.. JUNE 12,. 1973 —Committed. to"tﬁe- Committee of the Whole House on the
o State of the Union and-érdered to be printed

Mr. Harey, from the Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs,
T Submitted the following . ~

REPORT.
[To accompany H.B.,7127]

" The Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, to whom was re-
ferred. the-bill (H.R. 7127) to amend:the act of October .15, 1966 (80
..Stat. 915) , as amended, establishing a program for the preservation of
".additional historical properties throughout the Nation, and for other
‘purposes, having considered the same, report favorably thereon with

: amendments and recommend-that the bill.as amended do pass.

: , The amendments are as follows: =~ . . .. = . RV
i .. Page 2; lines 6 and 7, strike out “annually in fiscal years 1974, 1975,
g.and 1976 : Provided, That no” and insert in lieu thereof : “in fiscal year
§ 1974,. 100,000 infiscal year 1975, and-$125,000 in fiscal ;year 1976:
b Provided, That effective January 1,1974,n0”.. - .. =~ 7 = ‘

gaz%e) 2, following line 10, insert the following. new. subsections (c)
3 (¢)"Section 201 is amended by inserting the following new

- subsection: e o o
“(g) The Countil shall continue in existence until Decem-

. ber 31, 1985.” e .

- (d) ‘Section 101(b) (1) is-amended by deleting “and Amer-

. lcan Samoa.” and inserting “American Samoa, and the Trust

“Territory of the Pacific Is ands.”

_ . _ Poreose .
b The purposes of H.R. 7127, introduced by Mr. Taylor of North Caro-
2na, and Mr. Johnson of California,’ as reported, are:

B ' Similar measures before the Committee included H.R. 5748 by Representatives Saylor
ind Dellenback and 8. 1201, a bill approved by the Senate.
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First, to authorize the extension and expansion of the nationg)
historic preservation matching grants program;

Second, to authorize the continued participation of the Uniteq
States in the International Centre for the Study of the Preseryg.
tion and Restoration of Cultural Property;

“ii . Third, to provide for the contifiied operation of the Advigoy
-+ ./Council on, Historic Preservation; and y '
-:o% . Fourth, to expand the definition of a State to include the Trygt
Territory of the Pacific Islands. 7
Continuation of Grants-in-aid Program.—Under the terms of Py},-
- lic Law 89-665, as amended, matching grants-in-aid are made to the
States and, through them, to localities. These grants may be used for
surveying or.planning activities or for the acquisition or development
of places, structures, or objects of national, regional, state orlocal his-
_ torical, architectural or cultural interest. In addition, the Act author-
izes matching grants to be made to the National Trust for Historic
Preservation—a federally chartered charitable, educational, non-
profit corporation. - e
. Since the inception -of the program in 1966, $20,834,000 has been
appropriated for the program. Of this $14,639,855 has been allocated
_to the States and $4,014,921 has been allocated to the National Trust.
An additional $1,125,615 has been retained for contingency grants.

- H.R. 7127, if enacted, would continue the authority, in annual in- .
stallments, for this matching assistance program. As recommended, the
bill authorizes the appropriation of $15.6 million in fiscal year 1974,
$20 millien in fiscal year 1975, and $24.4 million in fiscal year 1976.
It was demonstrated to the satisfaction of the Members of the Com-
mittee that the matching capability of the States and the National
Trust justified an expansion of the program; however, the Members
were reluctant to grant an unlimited, indefinite authorization. While
funds budgeted and appropriated for this program have seldom neared
the authorized levels, the budget request for fiscal year 1974 suggests a
promising future for the program. The amounts recommended in the
bill ‘allow for a reasonable growth of the program during the next
thrée years. After that, assuming the program has been funded at -
the authorized levels, the Congress can determiné whether or not to-
increase or reduce the authorization for future years. : K
. Continued United States Participation in the International Cen-

tre.—As authorized by Public Law 91-243, the United States became a
Member of the International Centre for the Study.of the Preserva-
tion and. Restoration of Cultural Property in 1971. The provisions 0
. that Act authorized the appropriation of $100,000 per year for three
years to cover the costs of membership.  That authority expires at the

end of fiscal year 1973, unless extended. - ... P .
- H.R. 7127 authorizes the appropriation of $100,000 a.nnﬁally(durmg

fiscal year 1974 and fiscal year 1975 and $125,000 during fiscal yea‘{}

1976 to cover the costs of membership. It also provides that in no even1

should the United States contribution exceed 25 percent of the total-
“budget of the Centre after January 1, 1974—a provision which 18 Col?i

sistent with the by-laws of the Centre and with a limitation placed 2’1

law (Public Law 92-544) on United States participation in theUnite

Nations.and related agencies.
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- Qontinudtion of Adwisory Council on Historic Preservation.—The
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation is a 20-Member panel con-
sisting of 10 statutory members (representing primarily Federal agen-
cies) and 10 members appointed by the President. In addition to ad-
vising the President and the Congress on matters relating to historic

reservation, it is charged with the responsibility of encouraging and
gssisting the development of historic preservation programs by gov-
ernmental agencies and private individuals and organizations. An-
other important function of the Council involves the review of, and
comment on, Federal programs and federally-assisted or licensed proj-
ects which might adversely affect properties entered on the National
Register of Hustoric Places. ) )

Under the provisions of the Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub-
lic Law 92-463), the Advisor{) Council would be terminated.in 1975.
Since the National Historic Preservation Act places continuing re-
sponsibilities on the Couricil, it would not be desirable for it to be
terminated ; therefore, the Committee recommends that it be extended
until at least December 31, 1985. In the meantime, oversight over its
functions will be exercised by the Committee through review of its
annual reports, through its general oversight hearings, and through
periodic consideration of legislation dealing with the historic pres-
ervation program generally.

Extension of Program to Trust Territories of the Pacific Islands.—
Present law permits all States, the District of Columbia and Territo-
ries of the United States to participate in this program if they wish;
however, the Trust Territories of the Pacific Islands is not specifically
included even though it enjoys a special relationship to the United
States. If enacted as recommended, H.R. 7127 would include the -

Trust Territory in the program. :

Backgrounp

The 1966 Act (Public Law 89-665)—In 1966, the Congress approved
the basic statute establishing the National Historic Preservation Pro-.
gram. At that time, it authorized the expansion of the National Regis-
ter of Historic Places to include places determined to be of regional,
state, or local historical, architectural or cultural interest. The legisla-
tion also created an Advisory Council on Historic Preservation consist-
ing of members representing various governmental agencies-and mem-
bers. appointed by the President representing the public. One of the
chief furictions of the Council is to review Federal projects, projects
supported by Federal funds, and federally licensed projects which
mght adversely affect National Register properties. After reviewing
such activities, the Council may. comment on them or recommend al-
ternative courses of action which could avert detrimental affects on an
historically significant property or area. oo

One of the most significant features of the Act, however, was the
stablishment of a grants-in-aid program which encouraged the States
% promote the preservation of historical structures and places of

tate, regional and local significance. Under this program, Federal
Monies are matched dollar for dollar by State and local funds. These
funds are used to develop Statewide historic preservation plans and
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.to acquiré'and develop historic properties, ‘Similarly, the Act author
ized matching assistance to be made available for programs ang pro:
ects undertaken by the National Trust for Historic Preservatiop
. charitable, educational, nonprofit corporation created by Congress’iz

1949 (63 Stat. 927). . .

Under the terms of the original Act, appropriations were limiteq to

not more than $2 million in the first fiscal year and not more than $10

" million in the 3 succeeding fiscal years. During that period, however
little progress was made both because the States were not yet, able to
provide their share of the matching monies and because budget re.
quests—and, as a result, appropriations—fell far short of the amounts
authorized. Of the $32 million authorized for fiscal years 1967 throygh
1970, only $1,369,000 was actually appropriated. Of this, $751,000 was
apportioned among the States and $617,500 was allocated to the Ng-
tional Trust for Historic Preservation. _

1970 Amendments Public Law 91-243.—In 1970, the program wags
thoroughly reviewed in light of the original objectives and reconsid-
ered in light of experience. At that time, everyone seemed to agree
that the basic objectives of the program remained desirable, but almost
everyone was disappointed with the lack of progress that had been
made during the first authorization period. In spite of this fact, it was
general agreed that the future for the program looked promising, Not
only was the matching capability of the States improving significantly,
but the pending budget request for the next fiscal year (then fiscal
year 1971) represented a significant Federal commitment to the pro-

" program. Upon the favorable recommendation of the administering
aut-EOIity and with"substantial support-throughout the States, the
Congress reacted  with' constructive new-legislation which provided
- adequate authority for reasonable growth in the matching grants
program for the next three fiscal years. -
. [ﬁder the 1970 Act, $7 million’ was authorized for. fiscal year, $10
million for fiscal year 1972, and $15 million for fiscal year 1973. Again,
experience has.shown that the actual level of funding has fallen short
of the amounts authorized to be appropriated for the state matching
assistance program. Nohe the less, a great deal.of progress has been
made since the 1970 authorization was approved by Congress. Actual
appropriations’ during the last three fiscal years totaled $19,465,000.
Of this amount, almost $14 million has been apportioned among the
States; $3.4 million has been allocated to the National Trust, slightly
inore than $1 million has been held for contingency grants, and the-
remainder has been used to cover administrative costs. The att_ached.
table shows the amounts granted to each of the States since the incep-

tion of the program: -

GRANTS ISSUED.TO -THE STATES AND THE. NATIONAL TRUST! (AS OF MAR. 26, 1973)

o ‘Aéqufsiﬁon and devel-

- suriey and-planning . opment 7 Totals

S —— — - t

State | " Number . Amount  Number. Amount  Number Amoun
Alabama. .o ieeeeeeo ol 4 s203,88° 8 888, 111 oo ey
Alaska..____ - .4 . 84,145 - 2 62,776 6 8. 268
Arizona___ 3 - a3 . 6 . 48132 - 9 473,18
Arkansas. - ©3 -t 395,929~ - 7.7 71,258 ¢ 10 240,292
California. . _..-._..._..... 3 144, 521 4 95,771 7 59,798
Colorado. ... __..T.L00 2 40,798 7 9

19, 000
See footnote at end of table. '
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. Yo . ' Acquisition and devel-
. Survey and planning . opment’ Totals

State Number T Amount Number Amount Number Amount
Connecticut. oo ooomiiiolL 4 55, 560 2 39,410 6 94,970
..... 4 71,900 5 51,136 9 123,036
id 2 179,018 8 125,823 10° 304,841
3 100, 629 12 46, 005 15 146, 634
1 85,000 .. 1 85, 000
3 59, 400 1 1,176 4. 60, 576
..... 2 253,998 3 - 76, 606 5 330, 604
....... 2 51,500 .o el .. 2 51,501
....... 3 97,962 5 71, 855 8 169, 817
....... 2 69, 000 2 114,992 4 183,992
_________ 1 16,036 3 43,764 4 59, 800
4 41,113 8 61,860 12 102,973
........... 4 166, 607 12 73,453 16 240,
...... 4 134,398 11 89,970 i5 224,368
______ 4 223,372 16 95,713 20
5 326, 608 9 177,298 14 503, 906
4 - 150, 784 2 61,801 6 212,585
4 129, 857 1 77,364 18 207,221
...... 2 3,977 5 52,280 7 56, 257
...... 3 39,353 6 52,738 9 92, 091’
............. 2 18, 902 3 18,834 5 37,736
1 21,000 oo iiilieeceaanaoc-a 1 21,000
............ 2 100, 455 3 78, 000 5 1178, 455
New Mexico. - 2 63,497 9 99, 405 11 152, 90
New York. .. 4 216, 369 14 393,808 1 610,177
North Carolin 4 234,645 24 211,428 28 446,
IR LT c: OSSP
hio..... 3 47, 500 7 89, 809 10 137, 303
QOklahom 4 38,189 4 33,920 8 72,
QOregon. . _ 2 53, 500 3 32,953 5 86,453
Pennsylva 3 184,487 6 131, 322 9 315,809
Rhode Island 3 103, 262 21 157,178 L 260, 440
South Carolina.. 4 631,678 9 176, 630 13 €08, 308
South Dakota.. 1 29,900 1 15, 250 2 5,150
Tennessee. ... - 5 77,964 5 , 344 10 165, 308
TexaSeecemccccmannn 3 77,892 10 142, 264 13 220, 156
[V, P . 5 111,496 2 56, 800 7 168, 296
Vermont_ . ..ooaconee 4 49, 597 6 120, 124 10 169, 721
Virginia_ .o cewoceonee . 5 239,095 11 76, 592 16 315,687
Washington._._...._. 4 0, 487 7 121, 468 11 201, 955
West Virginia...... 4 61,472 2 167, 055 6 228, 527
Wisconsin. ..o 4 6, 634 4 84,31 8 140, 946
Wyoming_....._... 4 103,277 26 144,435 30 247,712
gistrict of Columbia. 2 6, 000 1 25,601 3 91,601

UAM. <. o ccccceccmcccacccccamececacaacan . ammmmmemmmmm—e—— . femceeeimacememammccsceassaas—a

Subtotal. .o coneeeooaes 157 5, 832, 468 336 4,168, 825 493 10,001, 293
National Trust.. .o ccomaeee 12 3,272,239 25 742,632 37 14,010, 921

L (17 P 169 9,104,707 361 4,911, 507 530 14,010,214

! Excludes amounts allocated which have not yet been actuaily paid to the States or the National Trust. : .

In addition to the extension of the matching grants program, Pub-
lic Law 91-243 added 3 statutory members to the Advisory Council
on Historic Preservation and -authorized United States participation
In the International Centre for the Study of the Preservation and
Restoration of Cultural Property. To cover the costs of United States
membership in the Centre, $100,000 was authorized to be appropri-
ated for each of the fiscal years 1971, 1972, and 1973. Based on the
formula for allocation of costs,? the United States contribution for
the last three calendar years has totaled $230,000. '

" 2Under the by-laws of the Centre, each Nation is assessed one percent of its annual
fontribution to UNESCO as its share of the operating costs of the Centre, but no Nation
R'IS been permitted to contribute more than 30 .percent of the total budget of the Centre.
ecent changes in the by-laws, approved by the governing body of the Centre, have reduced
q ¢ maximum contribution to not more than 25 percent. This reduction will result in a
T0p in the United States dssessment-in future years 50 that the $100,000 authorization
Will pe adequate in the immediate future. In the event that additional nations become mem-
ers of the Centre, the total budget may increase so that the United States contribution
Way increase modestly in the more distant future.
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Accomplishments of Historic Preservation Program.—Since the
inception of this program in 1966, State and local interest in historic
preservation has grown at a rapid pace. Almost all of the States and
most of the territorial possessions of the United States have developed
historic preservation programs, and those which have not are near-
"ing completion of their program plans. As indicated in the chart
below, the matching capability of the States has grown from ab-
solutely no available funds in fiscal year 1968 to over $31 million in
fiscal year 1973, and it is anticipated that this growth will continue in
the immediate years ahead. :

FAST MATCHING CAPABILITY OF STATES -AND THE NATIONAL TRUST BY FISCAL YEAR

Fiscal year—

States 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 Totals
Alabama____.____....__.... 0 $12,000  $33,000 §169,000  $580,655 2,567,230 $3,361, 885
Alaska..._...... 0 20,000 13,700 52,000 231,095 45, 145 361, 949
Arizona_ .. . : 13, 400 93, 000 46, 605 80, 149 233, 154
Arkansas. ..... 0 28, 586 200, 000 505, 809 232,058 966, 453
California_____ 0 72,686 160,000 363,854 1,127,414 1,723 95
Colorado. ... (1 e 87, 450 281, 231 , 825 633, 506
Connecticut__ 0 20,075 102,000 86, 265 30, 416 242,853
Delaware... .. . ...l . 0 s 180,000 432,000 887,000 1,499 00p
Florida_.__ 0 e 653, 000 7,500 1,233,739 2,324,239
Georgia. _.___. 0 50, 000 76,132 52,135 107, 500 285, 767
Hawaii_.__..__ [ IO 734,000 oo eeiazaeeas 734, 000
Idaho.__ . 0 C.....l. 35,000 38,700 50, 500 124,200
Wtinois______ 0 45,615 350,000 498,396 367,274 1,261,185
Indiana____. [
[ T | BN 743,312 743,312
Kansas___ 0 22,500 51,000 72, 400 52, 645 220, 880
Kentucky _ 0 155,300 924,500 652,500 1,732,300
Louisiana___ . 0 67,150 41,000 342,000 450, 150
Maine____._ _ 0 337,000 209,225 15, 000 568, 725
Maryland . . 0 617000 - 305,850 903,885 1,882,601
Massachusett 0 74,000 412,771 483,700 1,012,472
Michigan__ 0 389,985 493,000 533,000 1,510,485
Minnesota. 0 407, 000 981, 446 827,760 2,234,206
Mississippi 0 26,000 545655 299,000 898, 413
Missouri 0. 549, 00 628, 329 471,551 © 1,730,131
Montana 0 7, 4 57, 500 107, 450
Nebrask [} 237,306 320,500 802, 633
Nevada. 0 118,000 405,500 590, 550
New Hampshire 0 I 260 e 203, 000 314,260
New Jersey . 0 394,500 232,000 1,307,000
New Mexico. 0 163,940 407,500 900, 2!
New York 0 1,143,125 2,260,675 7,136,150
North Carolina. 0 878,393 1,767,327 3,258,250
.North Dakota 1 PR
Ohio_.______ 0 2,500 309,000 247,516 966, 516
Oklahoma 0 10, 000 204,000 345,644 642, 824
Oregon. 0 16, 000 166,300 148,770 428,670
Pennsylvania. 0 50,000 972,200 822,200 2,883,400
Rhode Island___ 0 . 533,000 479,000 794,190 1,806,190
South Carolina_ 0 66,607 1,300,000 3,466,320 4,643,499 9,476,516
South Dakota.__ 0 .l e 94, 900 42,000 136,
Tennessee___ 0 12500 7°77120,0000 651,500 570,375 1,357,315
Texas. .. _ 0 7633 coooe.___ 355,000 565,854 814,313 1,742,800
Utah____ _ 0 22,050 275,000 296,400 267,250 866, 709
Vermont N 0 , 890 148,000 311,940 - 221739 691, 02

-Virginia___ - 0 89,034 - 351,000 390,625 1,379,172 2,225, 37?
Washington __ : 0 19,000 333,000 177246 821,691  1,354,9 4
West Virginia . 0 19,500 371,000 336,669 489,200 1,235 36
Wisconsin.__ . 0 15,500 255,000 104,892 517,700 99, t
Wyoming___ - "~ : 0 32,872 186,000 155,467 170,598 553,3
District of Columbia_ [ R T, , 075 340, 000
Puerto Rico__.____ 0
uam..._. 0
Virgin islan 0
amoa...._.. 0
_ Subtotal_ 0 261,568 1,135,059 16,910,002 20,268 448 31,014,764 69, 582: 3{}
National trust. 914,485 300,000 926,977 2,095,000 2,458,552 1,750,000 8, 44%
Grand total ._......... 78, 034,853

914,485 561,568 2,062,036 19,005,002 22,727,000 32,764,764

Note: Estimated fiscal year 1974 matching capability derived from fiscal year 1973 State program: $41,405,691.
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In addition to their active interest in the matching grants program,
several States have undertaken positive programs to protect historic
values. At least 18 States have enacted legislation or established state
registers of historic places patterned after the national model. Prac-
tically all States have nominated historic properties for inclusion in
the National Register of Historic Places. By the end of 1972, it in-
, cluded some 3,500 entries, and in the last year, the number has grown
to over 4,000. :

Participation in the International Centre for the Study of the Pres-
ervation and Restoration of Cultural Property has been an equally
rewarding experience. Not only does it show our national concern
for historic preservation problems throughout the world, but through
it, the United States has received more tangible benefits. Trained con-
servators of historic objects and places are few in number, although
interest in the field is growing. The International Centre provides
specialized training for conservation, préservation, and restoration

techniques. In the short time that the United States has been a mem-
~ ber of the Centre, 32 Americans have participated in special training
courses which it offers. In addition, two conferences on technical
preservation programs have been held in the United States since we

ecame a member in 1971. As another special service, the Centre has
provided technical advice, at the request of the Architect of the Capi-
tol, on methods of stone preservation in relation to the West Front
of the United States Capitol and similar assistance is being extended
concerning greservation problems at four historic, adobe, Franciscan .
Missions in San Antonio, Texas. o

NEeED For LEGISLATIVE AcrionN

Unless further authorizing legislation is enacted, the matching as-
sistance program will expire at the end of the current fiscal year, as
will the authorization for United States participation in the Inter-
national Centre. The Members of the authorizing Committee feel that -
both features of this program are highly desirable and should be
extended. _ '

It should also be noted that legislation is necessary to continue the
life of the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation. Under the
provisions of the Federal Advisory Committee Act of 1972, all ad-
visory committees created by Congress are scheduled to terminate on
January 5, 1975, unless otherwise provided by law (86 Stat. 770).
Under that general legislation, the continuing ¥unctions of the. Coun-
cil would: cease, since it has no fixed period of existence under provi-
sions of the Historic Preservation Act. In light of the fact that the
Council has been assignéd the responsibility of advising the Presi-
dent and the Congress on matters relating to historic preservation
‘and in light of the fact that it will continue to have review functions
to perform with respect to National Register properties, the Mem-
bers of the Committee agreed that its existence should be continued
at least for the next 12 years. T

CoMMITTEE AMENDMENTS

The Committee recommends the adoption of three relatively techni-
cal amendments.



. The first amendment involves the authorization for Uniteq St
participation-in the International Centre. As recommended, the ates
thorization for appropriations would be increased from $100 00084}?
$125,000 in fiscal year 1976. Beginning in 1974, no Nation wil] ],Qe e °
mitted to contribute more than 25 percent of the total budget ofpt;}f~
Centre. This should operate to reduce the United States contributioe
in the future unless membership in the Centre increases signiﬁcantln
in the years ahead. In view of this possibility, the Members of the
Committee were convinced that it would be appropriate to allow g
small measure of flexibility so that the United States can meet jtg
obligation if more Nations do become members. The bill places an ab.
solute limit of $125,000 on the United States contribution for fisea]
year 1976, but it also limits, by statute, our contribution to no more

~than 25 percent of the total assessment for the Centre beginning in
calendar year 1974. o

The second Committee amendment provides for the continued oper-
ation of the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation through De-
cember 31, 1985. When the Council was originally created by Congress
it was given the responsibility of reviewing Federal activities which
might adversely affect properties listed on-the National Register. As
explained above, this will be a continuing function which can be main-
tained only if the Council continues to exist; therefore, the Members
of the Committee feel that the general provisions of the Federal Ad-
visory Committee Act should not apply to this organization.

The third Committee amendment merely adds the Trust Territory
of the Pacific Islands to the governmental entities which are permitted
to participate in the historic preservation program. The District of

. Columbia and the territorial possessions of the United States (viz.
Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands, Guam, and American Samoa) are al-
- ready included by Public Law 89-665, but.the Trust Territory is not.
It was generally agreed that this area should be given standing in

the program, not only because of the United States responsibilities
. with respect to it, but because it is an area having many sites of great
historical significance. ' '

- Cost

The legislation authorizes the appropriation of $15,600,000 in fiscal
year 1974, $20,000,000 in fiscal year 1975, and $24,400,000 in fiscal year
1976, for the Federal matching grants-in-aid program. While the
Members of the Committee recognize that the States and the National
Trust for Historic Preservation could effectively match larger sums,
" it was concluded that the program outlined in the bill represents the
maximum amount which the Congress: might reasonably expect t0
appropriate. S o .

*The Committee noted that the program outlined for the next three
years can be a positive step forward for the national historic preserva-
tion effort if the President fully implements it. While the Administra-
tion requested an unlimited authorization—both in terms of time an
amount—the Committee agreed that the authorization in annual in:
crements enabled the Congress to exercise more effective control an
oversight over the program and, at the same time, permits the par-
ticipating States to develop long-term plans for the years ahead.
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“The bill also authorized the appropriation of $100,000 in fiscal year

71974, $100,000 in fiscal year 1975, and $125,000 in fiscal year 1976 to
cover the costs of the membership of the United States in the Inter-
aational Centre for the Study of the Preservation and Restoration of
Cultural Property. It also limits the United States contribution to the
Centre (after December 31, 1978) to no more than 25 percent of its
total annual budget.

CoMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

By a voice vote, the Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs
recommended the enactment of H.R. 7 127, as amended.

Exrcurive COMMUNICATIONS AND DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS

Prior to the-consideration of H.R. 7127, an Executive Communica-.
tion (dated February 28, 1973) was transmitted to the Speaker of the
House suggesting certain amendments to the National Historic Pres-
ervation Act. In addition, the Committee received reports and com-
ments from the Department of the Interior (dated May 2, 1973), the
Department of State (dated May 1, 1973) and the Smithsonian Insti-
tution (dated May 1, 1978). The texts of these communications follow :

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
_ Washington, D.C., February 28, 1973.
‘Hon. CARL ALBERT, ' :
Speaker of the House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C. -

Dear Mr. Speaker: Enclosed is a draft of a bill “To amend the Act
of October 15, 1966 (80 Stat. 915), as amended, establishing a pro-
gram for the preservation of additional historic properties through-
out the Nation, and for other purposes.”

We recornmend that the bill be referred to the appropriate com-
mittee for consideration, and we recommend that it be enacted.

The Act of October 15,1966 (80 Stat. 915; 16 U.S.C. 470), popularly
referred to as the “National Historic Preservation Act”, authorized |

_a program of matching Federal grants to States and the National
Trust, for Historic Preservation for purposes of preserving properties
significant in American history, architecture, archeology, and culture.
‘The Act also established an Advisory Council on Historic Preserva-

~ tion to advise the President and Congress on matters relating to his-
toric preservation. '

.- The 1966 Act authorized a total of $32 million for grants to States -

and the National Trust, ending after fiscal year 1970. The Act of
May 9, 1970 (84 Stat. 204), amended the 1966 Act to extend the appro-
‘Priation authorization for grants from fiscal years 1971 through 1973,

-at an additional total authorization of $32 million.

The Act of May 9, 1970, also added three ez officio members to the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, and it provided for United
States participation in the International Centre for the Study of the

H.R. 268, 83-1——2
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Preservation and the Restoration of Cultural Propert (Rop
Centre), authorizing the appropriation of not more thay $100°(§n§;
annually for fiscal years 1971, 1972, and 1973 for that purpoge, OQJ

&

The enclosed draft bill would further amend the Nationg] Histo -
Preservation Act of 1966 by (1) extending indefinitely the fy, d.“?
authorization for matching grants and by (2) extending indeﬁnitleli :
the funding authorization for participation in the Rome Centpo

Ewtension of funding for matching grants.—Existing fundine ...
thority for matching grants to States and the National Trustg a}f
expire on June 30, 1973. It is essential, therefore, that the fundv-n !
authority be extended ‘before that date to permit proper progr;n
ming. We propose a permanent appropriation authorization instegl(i
of the current 3-year authorization. ’

Ewmtension of funding for Rome Centre—Existing funding authe,
ity for United States participation in the activities of the Rome Centn;
will also expire on June 30, 1973. The enclosed draft bill will extenq
the current appropriation authorization indefinitely. The Rome Centre
is an independent, intergovernmental body of 52 member nations.
established under the auspices of UNESCO in 19581t is the continy.
ing, intergovernmental organization of professional conservators ang
restorationists. Participation by the United States, as authorized in

“the 1970 amendments to the National Historic Preservation Act of
1966, is an international expression of this Nation’s interest in worlg.
wide historic preservation.

United States membership, which became effective Januarv 20
1971, is guided by the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation and
its Rome Centre Committee, a body consisting of representatives of
25 national institutions and Federal agencies whose programs and in-
terests parallel those of the Rome Centre. Member institutions and
agencies of the Rome Centre Committee are (1) the National Park
Service, (2) the Smithsonian Institution, (3) the National Trust for
Historic Preservation, (4) the Library of Congress, (5) the Inter-
national Council of Museums (United States National Committee),
(6) the Henry Francis du Pont Winterthur Museum, (7) the Coop-
erstown Graduate Programs, (8) the International Institute for Con-
servation of Historic and Artistic Works (American Group), (9)
the Conservation Center; Institute of Fine Arts, New York Univers-
ity, (10) the Intermuseum Conservation Association, (11) the Amerl-
-can Society of Civil Engineers, (12) the Association for Preserva-
tion Technology, (13) the Society of Architectural Historians, (14)
the School of Architecture, Columbia University, (15) the Americad
Association of Museums, (16) the Society for American Archeology;
(17) the American Association for State and Local History, .(18)
the International Council on Monuments and Sites (U.S. National
‘Committee), (19) Colonial Williamsburg, (20) the National Ga,ll.erg
of Art, (21) the American Institute of Architects, (22) the Unite :
States National Commission for UNESCO, (23) the Department
State, (24) the National Endowment for the Arts, and (25) the Na-
tional Endowment for the Humanities. n

- Although the period of membership in the Rome Centre has biere
brief, substantial benefits have accrued. Initiated by the Rome g?tlelz ots

Committee, a traveling summer school for the training of ;;20 i\{ore

in restoration work was established, beginning in July 1
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W in half of the 92 participants in 1972 were Americans. The Rome
Fantre will also sponsor a conference on the preservation and restor-
®iion of cultural property in the United: States. Held in Williams-
&rg and Philadelephia, the conference will enable conservators and
¥ rchitect-restorers from the United States and selected western hemi-
é”fihere countries to consider mutual problems and consider ways in
§izhich their disciplines and programs might be integrated. Specifi-
ially, the conference will enable National Park Service personnel to
penefit from the expertise of foreign participants in the concepts and
chniques of historic preservation as they may be applied to the
Zestoration and preservation of historic properties in the National
£ park System. Beginning in January 1972, an American on special as-
Signment became one of the three program directors for the Rome
*(entre. Six American students were selected to attend regular Rome -
¥ Centre training courses on the restoration of ancient monuments and
“the .conservation of mural paintings during fiscal year 1972.
¥.- The National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 has already done
“much to stimulate State, local, and private activity in the preserva-
ition of the Nation’s historic and cultural heritage. We believe a .
- vigorous extension of the program, in accordance with the authorities
- proposed herein, is necessary to assure the fulfillment of national
..aspirations in the preservation of that heritage. -
The Office of Management and Budget has advised that there is no
objection to the presentation of this proposed legislation from the
standpoint of the Administration’s program. . :
- Sincerely yours, ' :
I NaTHANIEL REED,
Assistant Secretary of the Interior.

A BILL To amend- the Act of October 15, 1966 (80 Stat. 915), as amended,
establishing a program for the preservation of additional historic propertie
throughout the Nation, and for other purposes :
- Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the

United States of America in Congress assembled, That the Act of

- October 15, 1966 (80 Stat. 915; 16 U.S.C. 470), as amended, is further

amended as follows: : o

(a) Section 108 is amended by deleting the first sentence and in-
“serting in lieu thercof the following: “There is authorized to be ap-
propriated such sums as may be necessary to carry out the provisions

of this title.” : .

(b) Subsection (c) of section 206 is amended to read: “There is
authorized to be appropriated such sums as may be necessary for the

purposes of this section.” . : o

- U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
o ' OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, - |
Washington, D.C., May 2, 1973.
Hon. James A. Harry,
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, House of
Representatives, Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. CuatrmAN: This responds to the request of your Com-
mittee for the views of this Department on H.R. 7127, a bill “To
amend the Act of October 15, 1966 (80 Stat. 915), as amended, estab-
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lishing a program for the preservation of additional histor; -
erti‘es%hrgug}glout the Natign, and for other purposes.” ¢al prop3

* We recommend enactment of H.R. 5743, the bill submitteq b th
Administration to the Congress by letter dated February 08 19%’3 e
lieu of H.R. 7127. . ) 13

Both H.R. 7127 and H.R. 5743 amend the National Historic Preg,
vation Act (80 Stat. 915), as amended, to extend the Act’s fundi;r-v-"s
authority for matching grants to the States and phe Nationa] Trusgt
for Historic Preservation, for purposes of preserving properties g,
nificant in American history, archeology, architecture, and culturp:
This authority will expire June 30, 1973. Both bills also extend fynq’ -
ing authority for United States participation in the activities of tp,
International Centre for the Study of the Preservation and Restors.
tion of Cultural Property, formerly known as the Rome Centre; that
authority also expires on June 30 of this year.

H.R. 5743, the Administration proposal, would provide for an . -
definite appropriation authorization for the grant-in-aid program, in-
stead of the current 3-year authorization. H.R. 7127 provides an
authorization for only a 3-year period, and specifies the amount ay.
thorized in each of those 3 years. To permit orderly long-range plan.
ning by the States and to provide the flexibility in funding that his-
toric preservation needs, we prefer the open-ended authorization in
H.R. 5743. :

H.R. 5743 extends indefinitely the current appropriation authoriza-
tion for United States participation in the International Centre. HLR.
7127 extends the authorization for only 8 years, and limits the amount
to $100,000 per year, but no more than 25 percent of the total annual
* assessment of the organization. We agree that the United States con-
tribution should be limited to 25 percent of the total annual assessment,
‘but we prefer the open-ended authorization in H.R. 5743, first, be-
cause it facilitates long-term planning by the organization, and sec-
ond, because the United States assessment may exceed $100,000 as more
‘nations join the Centre, even though the United States contribution is
limited to 25 percent of the total. '

The National Historic Preservation Act has already done much
to stimulate activity by State and local governments and by private
persons, to preserve the Nation’s historical and cultural heritage. We
recommend enactment of legislation permitting continuation and ex-
tension of the program, and we favor the open-ended authorizations
contained in H.R. 5743 to accomplish this purpose. , )

The Office of Management and Budget has advised that there is 10
‘objection to the presentation of this report from the standpoint of the
Administration’s program. .

Sincerely yours,

Naruanter REep, |
Assistant Secretary of the Interior



' DEPARTMENT OF STATE, -
P . Washington, D.C.,May 1,1973.
« Mr. JamEs A, Harry, o ‘
(hairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, U.S. House of
‘ Itepresentatives, Washington, D.C. .

Dear Mr. CeamrMaNn: I am replying to your letter of April 20
1973, requesting a report on H.R. 7127, which would further amen
the Act of October 15, 1966 (80 Stat. 915) to grant, inter alia, an
extension for fiscal years 1974, 1975 and 1976 of the current $100,000
meximum appropriation for the International Centre for the Study
of the Preservation and the Restoration of Cultural Property (Rome
Centre), provided that this does not exceed 25 percent of the total
annual assessment of the Centre. -

We believe that United States interests are well served by our par-
ticipation in the Rome Centre and recommend that the funding au-
thority be extended indefinitely to provide for our continued partici-

ation in its work. We would further recommend that no limitation

e placed on the amounts that may be appropriated. Accordingly, we
recommend enactment of H.R. 5743, a %111 proposed by the ﬁepart-
ment of the Interior to provide for the preservation of additional his-
toric properties throughout the nation and for the continued funding
of the Rome Centre, in lieu of H.R. 7127. ,

In this connection, we would note that the overall level of assess-
ments is already limited by the Centre’s Statutes, which provide that
assessments shall be an amount equal to one percent of the members’
UNESCO assessments. ' : _
At the recent meeting of the General Assembly of the Rome Centre
it was decided that, as of January 1, 1974, no member’s assessment will
exceed 25 percent of the Centre’s total annual assessments. However,
since the previous ceiling of 30 percent will be in effect through 1973,
the provision in H.R. 7127 relating to the a}})lplication of the 25 per-
cent limitation to fiscal year 1974, from which our calendar year 1973
contribution will be paid, would make it impossible for the United
States to pay its full assessment. : s

It is the Department of State’s belief that the Rome Centre is an ag-
propriate international expression of this Nation’s interest in world-
wide historic preservation. Moreover, the United States has itself re-
ceived substantial direct benefits from its membership in the Centre.
Americans have participated in the Centre’s varied training courses,
its travelling summer school, and the North American International
Regional Conference held last year in Williamsburg and Philadelphia.
We have also benefited from a special mission, conducted by the
-Centre at the request of the Architect of the Capitol, and expect to be
able ot profit similarly from the mission currently being organized to
nvestigate and advise upon the deterioration of four ancient Fran-
ciscan Missions in'San Antonio, Texas. In addition, membership in the



Centre-gives American experts access to invaluable internationg] ;
formation relative to the preservation and restoration of cultuxl-gi
‘property (objects, buildings, monuments and the like) through publj
cations, meetings, training courses and technical assistance on Speciﬁé
roblems. : '
p United States influence on the activities of the Centre is Substantig] .
the United States is represented on the 17-member Council which g3
ministers the Centre’s program between the biennial Assembly meet.-
ings, and a United States civil servant, on loan to the Centre, is ong of
the Centre’s three program directors. o _
: The Office of Management and Budget advises that from the stanq.
point of the Administration’s program there is no objection to.the sy},.
mission of this report. '
Sincerely,
B W. MarseaLL WRIGHT,
Acting Assistant Secretary
for Congressional Relations.

SarrasoNiaN INSTITUTION,
. Washington, D.C., May 2, 1973.
Hon. James A. HaArgy, _
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, U.S. House of
- . .Representatives, Washington, D.C.
Dzear MR. CaamrMaN : Thank you for the opportunity to comment on
H:R. 7197, 4 bill'to amend the National Historic Preservation Act of
1966. ’
"~ The Smithsonian Institution favors the provisions of H.R. 5743.
Recently I wrote to Mr. Saylor in regard to tﬁat bill, and am enclosing
a copy of my letter for your information.
- - Sincerely yours, S '
C ' S. Dorox Rrerry,
Secretary.

_ Arrin 17, 1973
~Hon. Joux P.:Savior,
U.S: House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C. - o
Drar Mr. Savror: I was pleased to note that you recently intro-
duced H.R. 5743, a bill to amend the National Historic Preservation
Act of 1966. The bill would extend the funding authorization for the
‘Historic Properties Preservation program and for United States par-
ticipationt in the Rome Centre. o <
- The Smithsonian strongly supports the purposes of the Act and 1ts
further exterision. The preservation of the great buildings and monu-
. ments, which are an integral part of America’s cultural heritage, 11-
creases in importance each year. The demands of a growing opula-
tion and the increasing density of our cities have all too often rought
about the destruction of historic buildings and their replacement by
parking lots or structures of bland and sterile modernity:
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gﬁi'ﬁof particular interest to the Smithsonian is the provision in the bill
& hich would extend the authorization for United States participation
5 the Rome Centre, now known as the “International Centre for Con-
‘ervation”. By statute, United States participation in the International
Centre is coordinated by the Secretary of State and the Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation “after consultation with the Smith-
. sonian Institution and other public and private organizations.” The
*Council has established an International Centre Committee composed
"of 26 national institutions and Federal agencies, including, among
others, the Smithsonian, the Library of Congress, and the Architect
of the Capitol. :

The Smithsonian believes that United States participation has been
very worthwhile, not only because it indicates to other nations the
genuine concern felt by the Government of the United States and lead-
g cultural institutions of this country for the preservation of the
world’s heritage of art and culture, but because it is bringing direct
benefits to the conservation program in the United States. For exam-

le, a traveling summer school sponsored by the Centre for the train-
ing of architects in restoration took place in July, 1972, and two-thirds
of the participants were American architects and students of historic

reservation. The International Centre sponsored a conference in
géptember, 1972, on preservation and restoration of cultural property
in the United States. It was held in Williamsburg and Philadelphia
and covered a broad range of technical advance and research in con-
servation methods and materials, as well as the organization of train-
ing for restoration experts. In 1973 the International Centre is estab-
lis%ing a training course in “Fundamental Principles of Conserva-
tion.” The Smithsonian partici{)ated in the development of this course
which will link existing knowledge to the facilities and resources of

the Centre. ’ ' =

At the request of the United States the Centre studied masonry con-
solidation methods for the preservation of the West Front of the
Capitol and made recommendations for its stabilization. It.is also
arranging a study to consider methods of treating and retarding the
deterioration of fJ(,)ur Franciscan missions at San Antonio, Texas.

The Smithsonian strongly urges the continued participation of the
United States in the International Centre for Conservation and be-
lieves the benefits far outweigh the relatively small cost of that
membership. L : : ’

The Office of Management and Budget has advised that there is no
objection to the submission of this report to the Congress from the
standpoint of the Administration’s program. '

Sincerely yours, g ,
S. Dirron Rrerey, .
~ Secretary.
Cuances 1N ExistiNg Law ~

In.compliance with clause 3 of rule XIII of the Rules of the House
of Representatives, changes in existing law made by the bill, as re-
ported, aré shown as follows (existing law proposed to be omiitted is
enclosed in black brackets, new matter is printed in italic, existing law
In which no change is proposed is shown in roman) : - o .
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. ACT OF OCTOBER 15, 1966 (80 STAT. 915), AS AUBND
S (16 US.C. 470) . 2

The Congress finds and declares— S
" (a) that the spirit and direction of the Nation are f"und 3
upon and reflected in its historic past; &

- (b) that the historical and cultural foundations of the Nay;
should be preserved as a living part of our community life ;0“
development in order to give a sense of orientation to the Amnd‘
iéan people; or-

(c) that, in the face of ever-increasing extensions of urban ¢g,.
ters, highways, and residential, commercial, and industrial dey).

opments, the present governmental and nongovernmental histori~ '
reservation programs and activities are inadequate to instn-g
uture generations a genuine opportunity to appreciate and enjoy
- the rich heritage of our Nation; and °
(d) that, alﬁmugh the major burdens of historic preservatigy
have been borne and major efforts initiated by private agencies
‘and individuals, and both should continue to play a vital role, it i
nevertheless necessary and appropriate for the Federal Govern-
ment to accelerate its historic preservation programs and actiy-
ities, to give maximum encouragement to agencies and individualg
undertaking preservation by private means, and to assist State
and local governments and the National Trust for Historic Pres.
ervation in the United States to expand and accelerate their his-

toric preservation programs and activities.

TITLE 1

Skc. 101. (a) The Secretary of the Interior is authorized—
(1) to expand and maintain a national register of districts,
- sites, buildings, structures, and objects significant in American
history, architecture, archeology, and culture, hereinafter referred
to as the National Register, and to grant funds to States for the
purpose of preparing comprehensive statewide historic surveys
and plans, in accordance with criteria established by the Secre-
tary, for the preservation, acquisition, and development of such
properties;

(2) to establish a program of matching grants-in-aid to States
for projects having as their purpose the preservation for public
benefit of properties that arve significant in American history,
architecture, archeology, and culture; and

(8) to establish a program of matching grant-in-aid to the

. National Trust for Historic Preservation in the United States,
- chartered by act of Congress approved October 26, 1949 (63 Stat.
927), as amended, for the purpose of carrying out the responsibil-
ities of the National Trust. :
" (b) Asused in this Act— K
(1) The term “States” includes, in addition to the several States
of the Union, the District of Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto
Rico, the Virgin Islands, Guam [and American Samoa.]J Amer:can
Samoa, and the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands.

IO 0
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#2(2) The term “project” means programs of State and local govern--
< ents and other public bodies and private organizations and indi--
i yiduals for the acquisition of title or interests in, and for the develop--
pent of, any district, site, building, structure, or object that is signifi-

t in American history, architecture, archeology, and culture, or-

roperty used in connection therewith, and for its development in order
fo ass;ltge the preservation for public benefit of any such historical

roperties. .
P g) The term “historic preservation” includes the protection, reha-
pilitation, restoration, and reconstruction of districts, sites, buildings,
gructures, and objects significant in American history, architecture,.
grcheology, or culture. :
" (4) The term “Secretary” means the Secretary of the Interior.
ec. 102. (a) No grant may be made under this Act—

(1) unless application therefor is submitted to the Secretary in.
accordance with regulations and procedures prescribed by him;

(2) unless the applicaton is in accordance with the compre-
hensive statewide historic preservation plan which has been ap-
proved by the Secretary after considering its relationship to the-
comprehensive statewide outdoor recreation plan prepared pur-
ssuant 8t§7§he Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965 (78-

tat. ) ;5 : .

(3) for more than 50 per centum of the total cost involved, as: .
determined by the Secretary and his determination shall be final;.

(4) unless the grantee has agreed to make such reports, in such.
form and containing such information as the Secretary may from:
time to time require;

(5) unless the grantee has agreed to assume, after completion
of the project, the total cost of the continued maintenance, repair,-
and administration of the property in a manner satisfactory to-
the Secretary ; and .

(6) until the grantee has complied with such further terms and’
conditions as the Secretary may deem necessary or advisable.

(b) The Secretary may in his discretion waive the requirements of’
subsection -(2), paragraphs (2) and (5) of this section for any grant
under this Act to the National Trust for Historic Preservation in the-
United States, in which case a grant to the National Trust may in-
clude funds for the maintenance, repair, and administration of the-
property in a manner satisfactory to the Secretary.

(¢) No State shall be permitted to utilize the value of real property:
obtained before the date of approval of this Act in meeting the re-
maining cost of a project for which a grant is made under this Act.

Seo. 103. (a) The amounts appropriated and made available for-
grants to the States for comprehensive statewide historic surveys and.
glans under this Act shall be apportioned among the States by the
Secretary on the basis of needs as determined by him: Provided, how-
ever, That the amount granted to any one State shall not exceed 50
per centum of the total cost of the comprehensive. statewide historic
survey and plan for that State, as determined by the Secretary.

‘ (bg_The amounts appropriated and made available for grants to
the States for projects under this Act for each fiscal year shall be
apportioned among the Stdtes by the Secretary in accordance with
needs as disclosed in approved statewide historic preservation plans.
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- The Secretary shall notify each State of its apportionment and .
amounts thereof shall be available thereafter for payment to Sthe.
State for projects in accordance with the provisions of this Act &mh
amount of any apportionment that has not been paid or obligat'e& gy
the Secretary during the fiscal year in which such notification 5 oiv ¥
- and for two fiscal years thereafter, shall be reapportioned by Eﬁl"
Secretary in accordance with this subsection. ' < e

Sec. 104. (a). No grant may be made by the Secretary for o
. account of any survey or project under this Act with respect to “’higﬁ

financial assistance has been given or promised under any other Feg

eral program or activity, and no financial assistance may be give,

under any other Federal program or activity for or on account of apy

survey or project with respect to which assistance has been given op
" promised under this Act. ,

- (b) Inorder to assure consistency in policies and actions under this
Act with other related Federal programs and activities, and to assure
coordination of the planning acquisition, and development assistance
to States under this Act with other related Federal programs and
activities, the President may issue such regulations with respect
thereto as he deems desirable, and such assistance may be provided
only in accordance with such regulations.

Skc. 105. The beneficiary of assistance under this Act shall keep such
‘records as the Secretary shall prescribe, including records which full
disclose the disposition by the beneficiary of the proceeds of sucg
assistance, the total cost of the project or undertaking in connection
with which such assistance is given or used, and the amount and nature
of that portion of the cost of the project or undertaking supplied by
ot_}(lier sources, and such other records as will facilitate an effective
audit. : :

Skc. 106.- The head of any Federal agency having direct or indirect
jurisdiction over a proposed Federal or federally assisted undertak-
ing in any State and the head of any Federal department or independ-
ent agency having authority to license any undertaking shall, prior
to the approval of the expenditure of any Federal funds on the under-
taking or prior to the issuance of any license, as the case may be, take
into account the effect of the undertaking on any district, site, build-
ing, structure, or object that is included in the National Register. The

- head of any such Federal agency shall afford the Advisory ouncil on
Historic Preservation established .under title IT of this Act a reason-
able opportunity to comment with regard to such undertalnngi-.

Sec. 107. Nothing in this Act shaﬁ be construed to be agp icable to

the White House and its grounds, the Supreme Court building and 1tS
grounds, or the United gtates Capitol and its related buildings 80
grounds. - ' :
. Sec. 108. [There are authorized to be appropriated not more th’?ln
$7,000,000 to carry out the provisions of this title for fiscal year g,?s]’
. $10,000,000 for fiscal year 1972, and $15,000,000 for fiscal year 1970
T'o carry out the provisions of this title, there are authorized t0 be %‘
. propriated more tham $15,600,000 in, fiscal year 197 4, $20,000,000 thi ons
cal year 1975, and $24,400,000 in, fiscal year 1976. Such appropTiat ..
'shall be available for the financial assistance authorized by this tion
- and for the administrative expenses of the Secretary 1n connec
therewith, and shall remain available until expended.
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TITLE II

Sgc. 201. (ag There is established an Advisory Coqncil on Historic
~ -preservation (hereinafter referred to as the “Council”) which shall
"be composed of twenty members as follows:

(1) The Secretary of the Interior.

(2) The Secretary of Housing and Urban Development.

(3) The Secretary of Commerce. . o )

(4) The Administrator of the General Services Administration,

(5) The Secretary of the Treasury.

(6) The Attorney General.

(7) The Secretary of Agriculture.

(8) The Secretary of Transportation. o

(9) The Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution; and )

(10)" The Chairman of the National Trust for Historic Preservation.

(11) Ten appointed by the President from outside the Federal
.Government. In making these appointments, the President shall give
due consideration to the selection of officers of State and local govern-

- ments and individuals who are significantly interested and experi-
enced in the matters to be considered by the Council.

(b) Each member of the Council specified in paragraphs (1)
through (10) of subsection (a) may designate another officer of his
department or agency to serve on the Council in his stead.

(¢c) Each member of the Council appointed under paragraph (11)
of subsection (a) shall serve for a term of five years from the expira-
tion of his predecessor’s term ; except that the members first appointed
under that paragraph shall serve for terms of from one to five years, as
designated by the President at the time of appointment, in such man-
ner as to insure that the terms of not less than one nor more than two
of them will expire in any one year.

(d) A vacancy in the Council shall not affect its powers, but shall
be filled in the same manner as the original appointment (and for the
balance of the unexpired term). ‘ L

(e) The Chairman of the Council shall be designated by the
President. A

(f) Eleven members of the Council shall constitute a quorum.

19 é(; 9) The Council shall continue in existence until December 31,
5. : .

Sec. 202. (a) The Council shall—

(1) advise the President and the Congress on matters relat-
ing to historic preservation; recommend measures to coordinate
activities of Federal, State, and local agencies and private institu-
tions and individuals relating to historic preservation; and ad-
vise on the dissemination of information pertaining to such activi-
-ties; : L .

(2) encourage, in cooperation with the National Trust for His-
toric Preservation and appropriate private agencies, public in-
terest and participation in historic preservation;

(3) recommend the conduct of studies in such areas as the ade-
quacy of legislative and .administrative statutes and regulations
pertaining to historic preservation activities of State and local
governments and the effects of tax policies at all levels of govern-
ment on historic preservation;
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(4) advise as to guidelines for the assistance of State ang loca] *
governments in drafting legislation relating to historie Preservy. -

-~ tioni;and = - : : ‘ o

"~ (5) encourage, in cooperation with appropriate public angq pri-

vate agencies and institutions, training and education in the fielg
of historic preservation. T s

(b) The-Council shall submit annually a comprehensive report, of
its activities and the results of its studies to the President and the Cgy.
‘gress and shall from time to time submit such additional and specia}
reports as it deems advisable. Each report shall propose such legis-
lative enactments and other actions as, in the judgment of the Counci]_
are necessary and appropriate to carry out its recommendations,
~ Sec. 203. The Council 1s authorized to secure directly from any de.
partment, bureau, agency, board, commission, office, independent es.
tablishment or instrumentality of the executive branch of the Federa]
“Government information, suggestions, estimates, and statistics for the
purpose of this title; and each such department, bureau, agency, board,
commission, office, independent establishment or instrumentality is ay-
thorized to furnish sucﬁ information, suggestions, estimates, and sta-
tistics to the extent permitted by law and within available funds.

"Sec. 204. The members of the Council specified in paragraphs (1)
through (10) of section 201(2) shall serve without additional compen-
sation. The members of the Council appointed under paragraph (11)
of section 201 (a) shall receive $100 per diem when engaged in the per-
formance of the duties of the Council. All members of the Council
shall receive reimbursement for necessary traveling and subsistence
expenses incurred by them in the performance of the duties of the
Council. . I ,

Sec. 205. (a) The Director of the National Park Service or his
designee shall be the Executive Director of the Council. Financial
and administrative services (including those related to budgeting,
accounting, financial reporting, personnel and procurementz shall be
provided the Council by the Department of the Interior, for which
payments shall be made in advance, or by reimbursement, from funds
of the Council in such amounts as may be agreed upon by the Chair-
man of the Council and the Secretary of the Interior : Provided, That -
the regulations of the Department of the Interior for the collection
of indebtedness of personnel resulting from erroneous payments (5
U.S.C. 46e) shall apply to the collection of erroneous-payments made
to or on behalf of a Council employee, and regulations of said Secre-
tary for the administrative control of funds (31 U.S.C. 665(g)) shall
apply to appropriations of the Council: And provided further, That
the Council shall not be required to prescribe such regulations.

(b) The Council shall have power to appoint and fix the compen-
sation of such additional personnel as may be necessary to carry out
its dutles, without regard to the provisions of the civil service laws
and the Classification Act of 1949, - : ~ : .

* (¢) The Council may also procure, without regard to the civil
service laws and: the Classification Act of 1949, temporary and inter-
mittent services to the same extent as is authorized: for the executive
departments by section 15 of the Administrative Expenses Act of 1946
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% 1U.8.C. 55a), but at' rates ‘not to exceed $50 per diem for
brdividuals. oo : ;
®"(b) The members of the Council specified in paragraphs (1) through
5:(9) of section 201(a) shall provide the Council, on a reimbursable
“pasis, with such facilities and services under their jurisdiction and
“control as may be needed by the Council to carry out its duties, to
. the extent that such facilities and services are requested by the Coun-
%ol and are otherwise available for that purpose. To the extent of
“gvailable appropriations, the Council may obtain, by purchase, rental,
--donation, or otherwise, such additional property, facilities, and serv-
" jces as may be needed to carry out its duties. :
" Sec. 206. (a) The participation of the United States as a member
in the International Centre for the Study of the Preservation and
“Restoration of Cultural Property is hereby authorized. :
- “(b) The Council shall recommend to the Secretary of State, after
“consultation with the Smithsonian Institution and other public and
- private organizations concerned with the technical problems of pres-
~ervation, the members of the official delegation which will participate
in the activities of the Centre on behalf of the United States. The
Secretary of State shall appoint the members of the official delega-
tion from the persons recommended to him by the Council. - g
[(c) For the purposes of this section, there are authorized to be
appropriated not more than $100,000 annually for fiscal year 1971 and
for each of the two succeeding fiscal years.]j '
(¢) For the purposes of this section there are authorized to be ap-
propriated not more than $100,000 in fiscal year 1974, $100,000 in fis-
cdl year 1975, and $1256,000 in fiscal year 1976 : Provided, That effec-
tive J anuary 1, 1974, no appropriation i3 authorized and no payment
shall be made to the Centre in excess of 25 per centwm of the total
annual assessment of such organization. :
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